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I. Althusser 


Althusser began in the 1950s which then was also in the 1970s a process of the 
structure, structurality and structural causality which then develops the famous 
Lire Le Capital with a theoretical circle of Badiou, Ranicere and even Deleuze and 
Foucault on the matter of three readings of Marx’s Capital which is about the 
philosophical reading of economics and in fact about a aleatory combination called 
a structure. His whole oevre, a bunch of manuscripts with a lot of notes recently 
published by Sirohi - means in fact a set of jottings which then produces elipses 
around them which is finally a 1980 process of aleatory materialism which was part 
of the very commencement of his oeuvre as well. 


Althusser can be defined as a structuralist Marxist, about technical jargon in 
Marxism which then is formalization in its elementary state which then becomes a 
process of subjective forcing in Rousseau, Marx type aleatorianis. 


Imagine his whole work to be mathematical renditions of say a concept such as 
Hegel’s Spirit or Being as nothingesss which then is mathematized in Marx - ina 
technical supplement called Cahiers Pour L’Analyse which is about the 
transformation of Hegel into a structure which is opened by Marx into a complex 
materialist structure which then is finally the formalization process of in fact also 
psychoanalysis, film analysis and even literary criticism towards its formal features 
as Zizek would argue - which means simply the structure and its conceptual level 
called the conceptual object that takes up the real object in a combination of Kant 
and Spinoza which then is finally the jargon of formalization. 


So in fact two periods is a good formalization of Althusser - initial Marxism 
transitioning to aleaory materialism which though in another formalism is part of its 
whole underground current in history - something which amounts finally to 
mathematics and philosophy, as even historical materialism, ideology critique all of 
this is called itself formalization - the raising to conceptual object of something 
previously considered real object. 


What the academic reception of Althusser misses is that all of this is a bunch of 
tendencies of notes and small writings which then means something like - 
formalization and Marx, and Epicurean things which are aleatory like the note in 
the period 1979, Epicurus is a small note on Marx - just write Marx to interstices 
which then is Communism, a simple beach. Or in 1971, which is a small note on 
creative economics which should be planned which means organise economics as a 
science and in fact only its production of economics which is planned means 
Socialism. 


The specific quality of Althusser is his old Marxism which then is meant to be a 
beaureuacratic Marxism which is though meant to be a project of formalization 
which is then the production of History and Imperialism, in 1984, which is also 
Imperialism Today in 1980, which then is also Encountering Anti-Imperialism in 
Cuba 1964, which are a bunch of notes which is meant to be practiced 
“theoretically” which then can become an “encounter producing a science” which 
means in fact that beureuacratic Marxism with Hegel then “Surprisingly Sartre is 
too organic, and humanist, anti-humanism is just the scientific structure of Sartre 
called Marxism in technique, of psychoanalysis - a formal plane or Borromean Knot 


which is finally a structure in Lacan, but I prefer Marx who produces a mode of 
production type matheme.” Althusser finally in 2024 is alive again after a 
Communism which all over the world intervenes in his hospital condition and cures 
him by Cuban medicine advancements as it were, which then is why life is eternal, 
which is what Zizek meant “I am not a human, I am a monster about this 
speculative materialist bet on after finitude.” Finally Althusser is meant to be saying 
“T write a bunch of aleatory notes which is though bureaucratic Marxism which is 
correctly a formalization in Marx which is for others to write a theoretical account 
of which I mean is the underlabourng in Spinoza of Kant which makes it a concept, I 
mean conceptual object that is all.” 


In 2021, “call it all my work a problematic.” In 1979, in deep suicidal depression, 
Althusser wrote “Can I be helped I even know physics and it should mean we live 
forever, just plan my work into a science.” 


He means in history in fact - all of this produces a specific quality, of reading and 
writing. 


II. Badiou 


In fact Alain Badiou remains unknown to Anglo-Saxon audiences till recently - his 
work is only a simple minimalist metaphysics of mathematics - something like a 
pre-Evental process which has post-Evental processes which then by a simple 
stroke or intervention or even set-piece becomes the Event and subject which is 
then in fact from 1960 - 1990 a process of a theorie du sujet which finally recently 
becomes two more subject models in Being and Event and Logics of Worlds which is 
a miracle in philosophy - that philosophy belongs to the correct conceptual object 
as it were in Althusser which is changed in Badiou to a philosophy conditioned by 
an Event which then is how a subject connects the undecidable to the indiscernible 
and produces a transition from inconsistent to consistent situations - Badiou is 
finally the highest Event of French philosophy as he was received. “A general 
mathematical ontology, which has a number theory of the void and count as simple 
exclusion which is then included in state power set, which then is split by a Subject 
which is the contingent formal negation of a strike or offsite which then is a torsion 
of referral which produces a three part account of this simple movement against 
economics called Pure Politics.” Slavoj Zizek argues that in fact Badiou is an Event 
- he has lost to Sirohi this enthusiasm called Badiouianism - just the form of a 
miracle - that Event which happens by chance and is an encounter in Althusser a 
nominalism of course of latterly writing and notes on mathemes and Marxism, 
which is actually a dialectical materialism in Badiou - that the Event produces a 
chance, which is then a Syrizian mass event which graces a Communism. 


Badiou then means his mathematical formalization is full and his existential subject 
is just a for-itself - as if the whole world was mathematical beyond Marx - just a 
formal set of model, transcendental and sheafs, even envelopes which then is the 
subjective process of a Event - what is called Communism modelled in Red Book 
which is his Maoist beginning which is now a formalization of the dialectic. 


“What went into Sirohianism, was the Badiouian subject which is now in fact 
Sirohianism, that process which is too Incontinent and even pure Incontinence 
which fails the impass-pass to the Sirohian metaphysics of in fact the praxis-subject 
and concrete analysis which then is mathematical dialectics in line with Hegel 
which exceeds the matheme of Badiou towards its own poem.” Zizek again in 2021. 


Badiou is only as he argues in 1989 “A mathematical model of philosophy, fully like 
a formalized space which has only a moment of decision for real existence.” 


In 2008, Badiou argues “I am now a French and English imperialist monster, I mean 
actually something like a reception which is correct but more minimalist in fact, 
that a pure mathematical progress is then formalized into a subject” - then I have 
failed to Sirohi “that Hegelian dialectician against mathematical models, for his 
own dialectical mathematicality.” 


I mean only “event, truth and subject is the mathematical level of Sirohi’s real 
process dialectics.” 


III. Zizek 


Only as you know him a German Idealist Kultur Kritic of philosophy - three phases - 
the Hegel, Marx and ideology critique of Yugouslavia shifted to Hegel-Lacan in 
1990 - 2020 with a Badiouian love for pure mathematics as the answer to the 
problem in Hegel and Lacan of the idea of in fact sciences, now fulfilled with Sirohi 
who is just that answer to all of philosophy. 


